Introduction
Thanks to a wealth of new documents made possible by the end of the Cold War, many historians are reconsidering the origins, evolution, consequences, and meaning of that historic conflict. 1 Deserving particular attention in this process of reassessment is the East-West political-military confrontation in the heart of Europe, which did so much to define the Cold War. How did that confrontation come about? Could it have been avoided, or at least mitigated in intensity, and possibly brought to a peaceful conclusion at an earlier date? How appropriate was Western policy in the region? The search for ever better-informed answers to such questions must rank high among scholarly priorities. Finally, the provenance of some of the numbers in the tables for Soviet divisions is unclear, since they do not appear in the given citations.
New Analysis?
In the process of describing Western intelligence estimates, Karber and Combs seek to set their work apart from the existing literature on the subject, their assessment of which is highly critical. Most importantly, they take previous studies to task for wrongly charging that Western analysts intentionally exaggerated Soviet military capabilities (pp. 2, 23, and 38). Of course, answering questions of this nature is not likely to be easy. Inquiry into these topics is likely to be burdened by the traditionally cautious attitude of the intelligence community toward the revelation of sources and methods, no matter how dated they may be. At the same time, a better understanding of NATO planning will probably require access to the internal records of the alliance, which may be extremely difficult to come by, even assuming that relevant documents exist. Consequently, these are areas in which the organized efforts of historians to achieve the opening of early Cold War archival materials may be highly worthwhile. (Washington, D.C.: German Historical Institute, 1996) ; and the recent secondary works that they cite. 22.Before proceeding, I would like to make clear that I have written on many of the subjects addressed by Karber and Combs. Consequently, the following analysis may be vulnerable to the criticism that I have sought merely to defend my position rather than to advance a scholarly debate. In order to guard against any potential tendencies of that nature, I have attempted wherever possible to base my remarks directly on the available documentary evidence. 33.All page and note references are to the July 1997 version of their manuscript. 44.Compare, for example, Karber and Combs, [16] [17] 
